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REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

Favorable consideration of this application, as presently amended and in light of the 
following discussion, is respectfully requested. 

Claims 1-7 are pending, with Claims 1, 6 and 7 amended and Claims 8-10 cancelled 
by the present amendment. 

In the outstanding Office Action, Claims 1, 6, and 7 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
§ 102(e) as anticipated by Katz (U.S. Patent Publication No. 2001/0024173); Claim 2 was 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as unpatentable over Katz in view of Drews et al. (U.S. 
Patent Publication No. 2000/0202494, hereafter Drews ); Claims 3 and 4 were rejected under 
35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as unpatentable over Katz in view of Hottinen et al. (U.S. Patent 
Publication No. 2002/0012380, hereafter Hottinen ); and Claim 5 was rejected under 35 
U.S.C. § 103(a) as unpatentable over Katz in view of Bruckert et al. (U.S. Pat. No. 6,023,615, 
hereafter Bruckert ). Claims 8-10 were indicated as containing allowable subject matter. 

Applicants acknowledge with appreciation the indication of allowable subject matter. 

Applicants request an acknowledgement of the IDS filed on August 21, 2003. 

Applicants acknowledge with appreciation the personal interview between 
Applicants' representative and the Examiner on December 20, 2005. During the interview, 
Claim 1, the specification and figures, and paragraph [0071] of Katz were compared. The 
Examiner indicated that amending the independent claims to clarify that the omnidirectional 
and direction antennas were different antennas, and to clarify that the antenna controller was 
configured to determine, based on stored mobile station design parameters, whether or not the 
mobile station is configured to receive a directional beam, would distinguish the invention 
from Katz and the remaining applied references. 

Claims 1, 6 and 7 are amended to recite the features indicated as allowable from 
Claims 8, 9 and 10, respectively. No new matter is added. 
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Accordingly, in view of the present amendment and in light of the previous 
discussion, Applicants respectfully submit that the present application is in condition for 
allowance and respectfully request an early and favorable action to that effect. 
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